This a great work in zeolites world. I have a couple thoughts to share. First, do you think the discrepancy of compressibility betweeen ZK-5, RHO, and NaX is simply due to the larger beta-cage, that is 12-ring vs. 8-ring? Also, it's well accepted that the zeolite pores do possess certain flexibility, it would be nice to reference some simulation or other experimental data for comparison.
Thanks.
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Comments to the Author(s) Dear Authors, This a great work in zeolites world. I have a couple thoughts to share. First, do you think the discrepancy of compressibility betweeen ZK-5, RHO, and NaX is simply due to the larger beta-cage, that is 12-ring vs. 8-ring? Also, it's well accepted that the zeolite pores do possess certain flexibility, it would be nice to reference some simulation or other experimental data for comparison.
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We thank the reviewer for their positive comments and their recommendation. To address their comment regarding the errors in unit cell parameters and cell volumes we have edited the manuscript as follows:
In Also, it's well accepted that the zeolite pores do possess certain flexibility, it would be nice to reference some simulation or other experimental data for comparison.
We thank the reviewer for noting this. Indeed, we have included multiple references regarding zeolite framework flexibility, and a mixture of simulated and experimental work. For example : We have compared how extra-framework content influences compression [11, 13, 25-28, 49, 50] , how the data compares to what has been seen previously for the same zeolites [15-17, 26, 52] , how the flexibility windows of the zeolites compare to another zeolite (EMC-2) made with 18-crown-6 ether [33] . In Table 2 
